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Testimony . Howard Leslie BRENNAN, Marrh 2i|, 1964 . (3Hl40-6l) 184-6; 211) 

Had Brennan been the kind of witness the ‘^onmiissto n and its members 
feave represented him as being, the Commission would have had little or 
no l> problem with him. He was described by Cong. Ford as the most impor. 
tant witness to appear before the Commission in the article the Cong, 
signed for LIFE Magazine October 2, 1964. 

Brennan ^ an important witness, but not at all in the sense sug. 
feasted by Cong.Ford. He is, as pepresented by the Commission, the only 
actual eyewitness. He is the only one, according to the Commission's 
report, able to give a description of the assassin. In the report the 
Commisiion is careful, aware of Brennan's weakness, to stipulate it 
does not depend upon him alone. The fact is, and the fact becomes clear 
in Brennan's testimony, that so far as the Commission is concerned and 
so far as Brennan is concerned, he is, in fact, the only eyewitness. 

The importance of Brennan as a witness is that he constitutes a ' » 
witness about the Commission rather than as an eyewitness. I doubt if 
by now Brennan actually knows what he did or did not see. He did not 
see what he testified to and what the CommisJiion quoted him as having 
seen. It was a physical impossibility. But the manner in which the 
Commisslnn handled Brennan and his testimony, and ispecially what the 
Commission excludes and Ignores in its handling of Brennan, is ample 
witness to the Commission's approach, bias, methods and integrity or 
lack of it. I 

Actually, Brennan was called to the stand 3 times in a single day. j 
By comparison. Constable ‘^eitzman who found the gun in company with | 

Deputy Booone wa s never called before the commission. Only a time- J 

wasting and unessential examination of the records of appearances of 
all the witnesses will indicate whether this is so, but I doubt very much j 
if the Commission found it necessary to call a single witness 3 tallies j 

in the course or a single day of hearings. 
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To set Eronnan*s testimony in context, at approximately or 

rotighly 10 minutes after tbe assassination, the police broadcast a de- 
scription of aftsuspecto In its report t^e Commission never specifically 
states the source of this eyewitness description. There is no evidence 
anywhere in the report that the Commission ever asked the police the 
source of its eyewitness description. The Commission handled (5^ this situ- 
ation by the simple and entirely unsatisfactory expedient of saying he 
was ^raost probably” the source of the police broadcast. The importance 
of specific and irrefutable knowledge of the source of this description 
is hardly subject to exaggeration. To cite just one possibility, that 
of conspiracy, Coiild a conspirator have given a false description to tne 
police? 

Brennan had given a statement the day of the assassination in the 
sheriff's office. It is in Vo, XIX on p,Ii70 and is about a # half- page 
long. When he appeared before the Commission, I4. members. Including the 
Chairman, were present, together with J, Lee Rankin, general counsel; 
Joseph A, Ball, David W. Belin, and Norman Redlicb, assistant counsel, 
and Charles Murray, "observer”. Mr. Belin conducted the examination, 

Brennan identifies himself as a [|.5-ye6^r-old married steamfitter. 

cafeteria 

He had lunch at noon in the BtaxKiKX±K±xat the corner of Main and Record, 
left at 12: 18 and walked to the corner of Houston and Elm, which he 
estimates took about I4. minutes (p.ll|l). He observed a man having an 
epileptic seizure until the man was removed by an ambulance, and then 
"walked over to this retainer wall of this litlle park pool and jumped 
up ^ on the top le^ge,” He is shown a photograph of the Texas School Boo]^ 
Depository Building taken from Dealey Plaza and frm the right of the 
center of the Depository Building as it is face. It is Exhibit 477. He 
is then shown Exhibit I478 which he identifies as "That is the retaining 
wall and myself sitting on it at Houston and Elm,” This i:>icture was 
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taken when "the photographer was standing on the front steps of the 
Texas School ®ook Depository ••• on the 20th of ^^arch, " He is then 
handed "a negative which has been marked as Cmmraission Exhibit 479" 
and described by Belin as "a negative from a moving picture film. And 
I will hand you a magnifying glass - the negative has been enlarged, 

T^is negative appears to be a picture of the Presidential motorcade on 
the afternoon of if ^ovemher 22d, I ask you to state' if you can find your- 
self in the crowd in the background in that picture.” At this point it 
should be pertinent to ask why, especially when the negative had already 
been enlarged, Brennan was not given a print upon which he might make a 
mafk because the negative was not printed but a print allegedly made from 
the negative was, Brennan's reply was, "Yes, I am sitting at the same 
position as I was in the picture taken Friday, with the exception, I be- 
lieve, my hand is resting on the wall, and Friday ray^hand, I believe, 
was resting on my leg," In response, Belin says, "vjell, your legs in 
this picture. Exhibit k79, I notice, are not dangling on the front side 
there, is that correct?” (p, 4 l 42 ) 

Brennan’s reply was an abrupt and unqualified denial. He said 
briefly, "iJo," He may have had something else in mind, but he actually 
said that Belin was not correct. Next Belin asked a description of the 
clothing Bi^nnan was wearing, 

"dray khaki work clothes, with a dark gray hard helmet." Belin 
then says (inaccurately),” Your head ^here appears to be the highest in 
the grovtp, a little bit left of center in the upper part of the picture, 
is that correct?” Brennan affirmed, and he ssld the scene was as he 
rememberid it. 

It is not possible to identify Brennan as Brennan from Exhibit 479. 
It is not clear enough in the picture. None of the features can be 
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distinguished, nor is it possible for me, with a magnifying glsss, to 
see any evidence that Brennan is, in fact, sitting, I am not saying 
that Brennan wasn^t there; I do not know, I am saying this picture as 
reproduced doesn^t prove it. I also believe it does not prove he was 
sitting on the wall. 

Conveniently, when asked what he did, Brennan recalls observing 
the crowd "and the people in different building windows", which he might, 
indeed, have done, but it is just too convenient, just too unlikely. 

Blit it serves as i an introduction to the conclusion of this paragraph 
in which he says, ”ln particular, I saw this one man on the sixth floor 
which left the window to my knorwledge a couple of times,** iA/hen shown 
Exhibit 477 and asked to circle the "particular window", Breanan replied, 
"Well, I am confused here, the way this shows. But I believe this is the 
sixth floor, the way those windows are built there right at the present, 

I am confused 4 whether this is the same window," Belin who, it would 
seem, had a cute litlle trick to seem to make Brennan a more dependable 
witness that I will come to in a moment, said, "You mean kQ: because some 
windows are open below it?" and Brennan said, "No, The way the building 
is built. It seems like this is more or less a long window with a divider 
in the middle.” Belin covered up the blunder fast. 

What had happened was that, instead of showing a picture already 
in evidence, the Dillard pictures, with the men in the windows on the 
5th floor and the 6th id.ndow open at the right place and with the 
boxes stacked up, the Commission had made a photograph which showed only 
4 open windows in the entire south face of the building. Tliree of these 
are where the men were, the 4“th is at the extreme end of the same floor. 
The window at which Brennan said he saw this man was left closed and 
blinds or curtains behind it seemed to be drawn. But note that Bpennan 
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was surprised that the windows a peared in pairs. Although it is not 
a major point, this would seem to bear heavily on his credibility as a 
witness. Here is the man who looked and saw all of the things he said 
he saw, including things that it was physically impossible for him to 
se^, but he never noticed that the entire building is built with the 
windows in pairs. 

Asked by Belin to mark the window in which the man was, Bf^ennan 
did and marked it with the letter "a". He then marked with a "B" the 
window below in which he said he saw the colored men. You guessed it, 
Larry, He was wrong. It was not easy to be as wrong as he was, which 
is completely wrong; but Brennan, this unimpeachable character, this 
"most important" witness to face the Commission, was more than equal to 
the task. In fact, he could completely upset the law of averages. 

Shown below the 6th floor windows, on the 5th floor, are adjoining 
pairs of id.ndows with 3 of the 4 open, ApparenH y the rehearsal of 
Brennan was soi® thing beyond his intellectual capacity. The only one 
of the 4 windows that was completely and 100 percent wrong was the one 
he marked as the one at which the colored men were. Of thegi, Brennan 
had testified on this same page, "There were people on the next floor 
down, which is the fifth floor, colored guys. In particular, I only 
remember two that I hxji identified," Now his recollection is good enough 
for him to have identified 2 of the 3 JJegroes, presumably totally unknown 
to him (I don’t suppose the pictures that were available helped in his 
identification at all), but in Buiard Exhibit C, in bhe report on p,66, 
clearly there are 2 open windows below the one from- which Oswald is 
alleged to have fired the shot. There is one Negro in each of the two. 

On the day of the assassination, in fact, moments only after the assas- 
sination, as is shown clearly in BiHard Exhibit D, on p,67 of the report. 
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3 of these 4 windows were open, the same 3 that were open on Exhibit 477.« 
Only one was closed, the same one that was closed on Exhibit 4775 and the 
closed one, that's the one Brennan picked. In the 4th open window there 
also was another ^egro employee looking out. This is made clear in 
Exhibit 4^5 which appears in the report on p,69. It is part of the 
Commission's reconstruction. 

When you have friends like Brennan, who needs enemies? 

Not that he doesn’t want to be helpful. Note the next paragraph 
of Brennan's testimony: "Well, as the pabade came by, I watched it from 

a distance of Elm and ^iain Street (a physical impossibility - they 
parallel each other), as it came on to Houston and turned 1 the corner at 
Houston and Elm, going down the incline towards the railroad underpass. 
And after the President had passed my position, I really couldn't say how 
many feet or how far, a short distance I would say, I heard this crack 
that I positively thought was a backfire.” 

Whoever described a backfire as a "crack" and why should a witness 
who ft is just testifying to simple fact have to say it was "positively" 
a backfire? 

He thought it was a firecracker thrown from the Depository (p.l43). 
Naturally, this ^ caused him to look up. "And this man that I saw pre- 
vious was aiming for his )(i last shot," £bx 

Perhaps a litlle apprehensively, Belin asked, "Would you describe 
just exactly what you saw when you saw him this last time?" 

Brennan to the rescue. He's going to be the big hero and prove 
everything. He said, "VJell, as it appeared to me he was standing up and 
resting against the left window sill with gun shouldered to his right 
shoulder, holding the gvin with his left hand and taking positive aid and 

fired his last shot. As I calculate a couple of seconds. He drew the 
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gun back from the window ±n though he was drawing it back 6o his side and 
maybe paused for another second as though to assure hisself that he hit 
his mark, and then he disappeared. And, at the same moment, I was diving 
off of that firewall and to the right for bullet protection of this stone 
wall that is a little higher on the Houston side." 

If the man had been standing up, dirty as those windows were, Brennan 
could have seen nothing much above his knees. If he was standing, he 
couldn^t possibly have fired the rifle except through the window. The 
Dillard photographs prove this window was open only half-way in the bot- 
tom half, or only a garter at most of the entire window area was open. 

The window sill was perhaps a foot from the floor. How he could have 
been standing and resting against the left window sill as Brennan de- 
scribed is beyond imagination. The onlynthing that is left possible to 
imagine is that, in rehearsing his testimony, he wasi *t edited a little. 
And in addition to all of that, the Commission's own reconstruction 
shows that, at the very least, in the course of firing, the assassin 
would have bean blocked from view by the building. In fact, it is doubt- 
ful if, from the Commission's reccn struction, Brennan could have seen even 
the assassin's hands. But Ifphe could, it is notlikely that he saw any- 
thing past the wrist. (Exhibit 887, report p.99; and this picture was 
taken with the boxes removed. ) 

Asked to describe the rifle, Brennan aays he is not an expert. Asked 
if it had a scope, he said, "l did not observe a scope." Obviously, the 
scope had to be visible, even if the face weren't. And if the face had 
been visible, then the scope had to be more visible for, of course, the 
face was behind the scope. Perhaps worried about Brennan* s testimony of 
the man standing up, Belin asked, *'What do you believe was the position 

of the people on the fifth floor that you saw standing or sitting?" 
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Brennan replied, ”l thoioght they were standing with their elbows on the 
windowsill leaning out.'* Belin then wanted to know. At the time you 
saw this msn on the sixth floor, how much of the man could you see?” | 

Brennan to the rescue . ”VJell, I could see - at one time he came ^ 

to the window and he sat sideways on the window sill. That was previous f 

si • 

to Pre;i^;^dent Kennedy getting there. And I could see practically his f 

I 

whole body, from his hips up. But at the time he was firing fi the gun, 
a possibility from his belt up.” 

The Dillard photograph shows only one window open in that part of 
the sixth floor. Entirely aside from the fact that it was blocked ^by 
boxes, it would not have been possible, because the window was halfway 

I 

closed, for Brennan to have seen anything if the man had sat in the 

window sill, which is a complete Impossibility. Examine, for example, 

Dillard^ s photograph C in the repoft on p.66. This shows the two Negroes 

in the parallel windows at the extreme east end oft he 5th floor, one of j 

whom is directly underneath the assassin* s window. These men, as the 

Commission's reconstruction shows, were actually on their knees. Yet 

even on their knews, with the windows open almost as wide as they will 

go, their heads are well above the midline of the lower half of ^the 

window. They are not only on their knees, but as Exhibit [j.85 of p.69 | 

of the report shows, at least one of them has his body at a considerable ' 

angle which shortens the distance it would occupy on the vertical plane. • 

In the light of this, is it necessary to comment on Brennan's ”I could 

see, practically his whole body, from his hips up?”/ 

It doesn't get any better when Belin asks how much of the gun 

7Q 

Brennan saw. ”l calculate 2^ to 85 percent”, Brennan replied, although 
a fevj questions above he had not seen the telescopic sight, which would 

have been visible with a lot less than 70 to 85 percent showing. 
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If Belin was tying to remind Brennan of something Brennan had for- 
gotten, in the next exchange, he didn't succeed. His question was "Now, 

\xS to the time of (f the shots, did you observe anything else that you 
have not told us about here that you can think of right now?" to which 
Brennan replied, "Well, not of ^ any importance, I don't remember any- 
thing else except - ", Possibly by this time Belin was afraid for he 
interrupted to ask, "Let me ask you this. How many shots did you hear?" 
Brennan again was direct and to the point, "Positively two, I do not 
recall a second shot - ", at which point Belin kept it from getting out 
of hand by saying, "By a second shot, you mean a middle shot between the 
time you heard the first noise and the last noise?" 

Mr, liurray, the observer, was therej but if he was doing any ob- 
serving, he wasn't in Oswald's interest. 

If Brennan heard 2 shots, how could he talk about a shot between 
the first and the second? But he got the point and said, "Yes; that is 
right. I don't know what made me-^thlnk that there was firecrackers 
throwed out of the Book Store unless I did hear the second shot, because 
I positively thought the first shot was a backfire, and subaonsclously 
I must have heard a second shot, but I do not recall it. I could not 
swear to it." 

Who can blame Belin for the hasty switch, "Could you describe the 
man you saw in the window on the sixth flooi*?" 

"To my best description, a man in his early thirties, fair complexion, 
slender but neat, neat slender, possibly ^-foot 10," Brennan said. 

"About what weight?" Belin prompted, with only slightly more success, 
for Br»ennan replied, "Oh, at - I calculated, I think, from 160 to 175 
pounds." 

Still pulling it out, Belin wanted to know, "A white man?" (p.l41i) 
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Brennan agreed. 

Now let us compare ttiis with the description in the affidavit 

Brennan signed in the sheriff's office on November 22 (19 H 470); 

whereas above he had declined to say how far the President’s car had 

gone, in the affidavit he said "about $0 yards from the intersection," 

And by way of further positive description, "to a point I TOuld say 

the President’s back was in line trith the last window I have previously 

described The last window he had pie viously described was the 

in 

window on the vei’y corner of the building, the window firwrw which the 
alleged assassin was, and a window that the Presidential car passed be- 
fore it completed making its turn. His description was, "a white man 
in his early thirties, slender, nice looking, slender, and would weighjl^ 
about 165 to 175 poxinds. He had on light colored clothing, but defi- 
nitely net a sviit," No height is given in the original affidavit. 

But 

/he description broadcast by the police the Coirnnissto n has found 
(report, p,l44) "most probably" was Brennan’s, The Commission at this 
point in the report noted the discrepancy in weight between Brennan’s 
2 versions, and admits that the height was omitted. Then how did U the 
police get the height for their descriptions? Even in quoting Brennan 
in the report on p,l44» the Commission edits his testimomy and puts it 
within quotation marks. The other editorial arrangements make it seem 
as thoTigh Brennan was a precise and accurate observer, and he was any- 
thing but that, 

Brennan was closer to his origimal version in testifying about the 
clothing which he described as "light colored clothes, more of a khaki 
color." Leave out the "khaki" and it’s pretty close to his original 
affidavit which said, "He had on light colored clothing but definitely 
not a suit," 
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The Commission, which was careful in teh report not to quote the 
police broadcast. Ignores another and important part of this broadcast. 
There are other minor differences, such as Brennan's "in his early 
thirties" as corrpared to the police broadcast of "approximatd^ 30”. 

But the important thing the Commission has deliberately ignored was 
indicated by Brennan himself in backing off from any description of 
the weapon. In restricting itself to Brennan's alleged description of 
the alleged assassin, the Commission was able to ignore this. However, 
the police broadcast on Channel 1 at a^^ time that cannot be precisely 
computed before 12*46 also includes "armed with what is thought to be 
a 30-30 rifle." (1? H 39?) 

Belin returned to Brennan's longest speech thus far, at the top of 
p.lljll., which he concluded by saying, "And, at the same moment, I was 
diving off of that firewall and to the right for bullet protection ..." 
to ask Brennan why he jimmied, Brennan explained, "vfell, it occurred to 
me that there might bei^pnore than one person, that it was a plot which 
could mean several people, and I knew beyond reasonable doubt that there 
were going to be bullets flying from every direction," iifhat Brennan 
"knew beyond reasonable doubt", as a matter of fact, never did happen. 

What Belin has succeeded in doing here is drawsing attention away 
frctn a much more significant flaw in the eai’lier testimony of Brennan 
about diving off that wall. The "at the same moment" that Brennan was 
talking about, while he was diving off the wall, he was, according to 
the testimony, watching the witness and observing what he had testified 
to. About Brennan, it is almost believable, but in order to have accom- 
plished this feat, he necessarily had to have eyes on both sides of his 
body. He could not at one and the same time be observing an assassin 
to the north and hurling his body to the south. 
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Apparently ^rennan was able to overcome this first of his fears 
rapidly, because he i then testified that whenhe saw the law enfordement 
officers running toward the west side of the building, he said,'*I knew 
I had to get someone quick to tell them where the man was. So I ran or 
I walked - there is a possibility I ran, because I have the habit of, 
when something has to be done in a hurry, I run. (What a picture this 
man draws of himself, to think that this is his habit i and not the habit 
of others) And there was one officer standing at the corner of the Texas 
Book Store on the street.” Because "It didn't seem to me he was going 
in any direction," Bi*ennan asked him to get"someone in charge, a Sec» t 
Service man or an FBI." No ordinary cop would do for Brennan. He had 
to go right to the top. 

Does this suggest a reason the Commission has caref\illy avoided 
printing any of the numerous pictures available of the area Brennan 
described. Immediately in front of the Depository, where he talked to 
this policeman? Is it possible a witness other than Brennan might be 
identified talking to a police official who might also be identified? 

But if Brennan is to be believed, the policeman did take him to the 
Secret Service, for he said that after the policeman "had to give some 
orders or something on the east side of the building on Houston Street 
(maybe it wasn't just an ordinary everyday policeman). And then he had 
taken me to, I believe, Mr. Sorrels, an automobile sitting in front of 
the Texas Book Store. ... related my information and there was a few 
minutes of discussion, and Mr. Sorrels had taken me then across the 
street to the sheriff's building." Asked "Did you describe the man that 
you saw in the window?", the very positive Mr. Brennan who has been so 
excessively definite about everything else, coiold say only, "Yes; I be- 
lieve I did." Now we have the description that was "most probably" 
broadcast by the police coming from a man who only "believed" that he 
had given it. 
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It Kill be interestine to check this against the ststements by 
Sorrells* (p.l45) 

As the two Negroes he had mentioned seeing in the windows dashed 
from the building, Brennan said he identified them and "Mr, Sorrels 
or the Secret Service man stopped them." 

There is no stopping Brennan. VJher^sked "Is there anything else 
now up to the time you got down to the Dallas Police Station?" he said, 
"Well, nothing except that up vintil that time, through ray entire life, 

I could never remember what a colored person looked like if he got out 
of my sight. And I always thought that if I had to identify a colored 
person I could not. But by coincidence that one time I did recognize 
those two boys." However, he doesn’t recall whether these two Negroes 
said in his presence that they had, in fact, been in the ^th floor windows 

He went to the lineup where he was introduced to "Captain Fritz in 
Mr. Sorrels' office". Here Belin backtracked to ask/ y if Brennan knew 
the name of the officer to t^hom he spoke outside tie Book Depository. 
Brennan didntt, (p,li|.6) 

Then asked if he was sure of the names of theSecret Service men he 
talked to, Brennan said, "l do not know the other man's name." 

Then Belin: "You believe one of them was Sorrels?" 

Brennan: "I believe one of them was Sorrels." 

Belin: "I think for the record - " 

Brennan: "That is at the building/" 

Whatever Mr. Belin was about to say for the record, he didn't, for 
he said merely, "Yes, sir." 

Another obvious lawyer's trick followed immediately when Mr, Belin 
said, "By the way, Mr, Brennan, I note that you have glasses with you 
here today. Were you wearing glasses at the time of the incident that 
you related here?"]/ 
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From tfcie picture referred to eadL ier, unless Brennan wore frame- 
less glasses, it didn't seem as thoxigh he wore any. But it gave Brennan 
his platform. His reply was, "No. I only use glasses to see fine print 
and more especially the Bible and blueprint." Then Belin elicits the 
infomnatlon that "The last of January I got both eyes sandblasted." 

This left Brennan’s vision not as good as it was. 

There is no questioning about the nature of this aciident. It may 
have just been an accident, but it should not have been an occupational 
one because Brennan is a stearafitter. But added to the other reports 
coming out of Balias about some of the more important witnesses, the 
threats to the Euins' family, the shooting ofWarren Reynolds thrugh the 
head, and even in a city where one hospital has 4 or 5> gunshots wounds 
a night, this seems like an unusually high attrition rate among the 
Commission's witnesses. 

After a page of diversion, Mr. Belin goes back to Friday night at 
the Dallas ■^olice Station, where he was told he would be taken to a 
lineup at wlaich he said there were 7 or possibly only 6. Asked what he 
said, he replied, "l told Mr, Sorrels and Captain Fritz at that time that 
Oswald - ibr the man in the lineup that I identified looking more like a 
closest resemblance to the man in the window than anyone in the linetq)." 
He doesn't remember whether any of theraen in the lineup were ^egroes, 
and he also admits that he had, in the meantime, seen Oswald's picture. 
(p.147) 

Pushed a little bit - it was necessary for Belin to do so - and 
asked "Nob, is there anything else you told the officers ...", Brennan 
concedes, "V/ell, I told them I could not make a positive identification," 
Belin then says, "i/hen you told them that, did you ever later tell any 
officer or investigating person anything different?" to which Brennan 
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replied he had. Ke doesn’t recall when, he won't swear to the name of 
the person to whom he did it, but he thinks it was a Secret Service man 
named Williams from Houston. But ”he could have been an FBI." This Is 
Brennan’s version ofowhatothe aeoi t told him, "You said you couldn’t 
make a positive identification. 7 Did you do that for security reasons 
personally, or couldn’t you?" Brennan’s version here of Brennan’s 
reply is, "And I told him I could with all honesty, but I did it more i 

or less for security reasons - my family and myself.” Asked for an ex- 
planation, it was this* "I believe at that time, and I still believe it f 

1 

was a Communist activity, and I felt like there hadn*t been more than j 

one eyevjitneas, and if it got to be a known fact that I wasn a«| eyewitness, 
my family or ■*•, either one, might not be safe," , 

Brennan admits he knew Oswald had already been arrested for the i 

murder of Officer Tippit and there was no prospect of his being released, j 
But what had happened to change his mind he is asked, and he replied, 

"After Oswald was killed, I was relieved quite a bit that as far as pres- 
sure on myself of sonebody not wanting me to identify anybody, there was 
no longer that immediate danger, ” 

He is not asked why, then, he didn’t imraedigfeely go to the police 
and tell them. (p.Ut-S) ' i 

ll/hen asked how far he was foom the window, Brennan is not the man i 

in 

to say he didn't know or that/hls presence the Commission has measured 

la i 

it; instead, he said, "v/ell, at that time, I calcuiiited 110-foot at an I 

I 

single. But closer surveillance I believe it will run close to 122 to ; 

126 feet at an angle." When Belln explained that they together had paced j 
the distance the previous Friday, Brennan wouldn't let him finish the 
sentence. At the point where Belin gets to the approximate distance, 
Brennan Interrupts to say, "93-foot." 
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Cong. Ford interrupts at this point to say that he thinks Brennan 
ought to "stepijjby step on a diagram trace his movements from the res- 
taurant Tontil he left the scene of the shooting.” Appropriately, Belin 
gives him Exhibit 361 and tells him that if he turns it iroside down it 
will work out fine. (Note to Larrys This is not a joke; it's literally 
true./ They just made it upside down.) Brennan does it, including the 
detour to watch "This man having a fit,” Cong. Ford then thinks "that 
it might be helpful to trace it where he went subsequent to hhat period,” 
(P.1J|.9) 

After he finished putting. the marks on, including where he talked 
to the police, the Secret Service, etc, , Belin asks, "Now, are these 
accurate or approximate locations, Mr. Brennan?” Brennan's disappoint- 
ment, and perhaps a feeling of lese majeste, is clear in his statement, 
"V/ell, don't you haw photographs of me talking to the SecretService men 
right here?" Belin didn't. "You should have," Brennan informed him. 3i:pc 
"It was on television before I got home - my wife saw it.” Brennan's 

intentions were to be helpful. It may ultimately turn out that he was 
less 

ikttxa than helpful. He continued, explaining that while he didn't know 
on what television station they were, "but they had it. And I called I 
believe Mr, Lish who requested that he cut those films or get them cut 
of the FBI, I believejprou might know about them. Somebody cut those 
films, because a number of times later the same films were shovm, and 
that part was cut.” Lish, he said, was with the FBI I Belin thanked 
him vei^’ much for his information and immediately changed the subject. 

But in any event, if Brennan^s to be believed, not only did the police 
know that the shots had come from the 6th floor window, but also the 
PEI and the Secret Service, and immediately. Yet there is no evidence 

that either of these agencies or any agents ever saw to it that an 
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Iraniediate systematic search was made or saw to it jl that the building 
was sealed. I doubt if any of the FBI, Secret Service or police people 
are anxious for the pictures to be found and for them to be identified 
as responsible for not causing an immediate search of the 6th floor 
area and for not immediately quarantining the building. (p,l50) 

Belin, who hadn’t really wanted to go into Exhibit 361 to begin 
with, appears finished with it now, but I am not, I want to point out 
that among the inaccuracies in this chart are the failure to locate 
the arcade and the wall which are the objects of such extensive refer- 
ence in testimony, depositions and exhibits by so many witnesses the 
Commission chose to ignore or disbelieve, who identified the area of 
these two structvires as the sourde of at least the initial bullet, 
l^ch of the lettering on this chart is so small that it is not legible 
with a magnifying glass. There are 2 pictures showing large areas that 

are approxlmatdly 1 inch by 1 inch. Obviously, they also show nothing. 

mark 

Brennan is then asked to mskE his reute Insofar as it is possible 
upon Exhibit 478, which he does, and by the time all of this rlgaraarole 
is over, 2 pages have been wasted. They contribute ^no thing. 

But here he alters his story about what he did to take protection 
from the shots. He didn’t go over the wall to the south, he went around 
it to the east. He isfthen asked to mark the spot he went after the 
shooting with the letter ”j", where he went to talk with the police of- 
ficer with the letter K”, but I don’t see them on this exhibit, even 
with a magnifying glass. Thei^e is asked to show on the pictiire the 
spot "which is where you said you went to the car". He then points out 
a place (p.l^l) which is the wrong place because it is on the wrong 
street, and when Belin corrects him, he says, "oh, is that right?" and 
then says that Belin is correct. When they finally decide on the place. 
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also 

Brennan is told to mark it with an "M” which kb±e does not appear on 
Exhibit U77. 

Belin next wants to know if, when Bpennan saw the giin in the window, 

"did you see any objects of any kind in the window, or near the window?" 

Unhelpfully ftelpful, Brennan replied, "Yes. Through the window, which 

I referred to as back in the book store building, I could see stacks of 

boxes." Brennan’s eyes certainly were good before he got sandblastedi 

and 

The picture shows the tip edge of a box ±« a cavern of blackness beyond 
it. Additionally, Brennan was looking Tjp at a rather steep angle; 
nothing shows through any of the windows, and the window he's talking 
about, only the bottom half of the bottom half was open. 

Next Belin shows him Exhibits U80 and 481, pictures of the deposi- 
tory's south wall showing the windows in question. Exhibit 402 is I an 
enlargement of 481. Belin begins by pushing his luck too far, and asks 

Brennan, "l^lrst of all, on Exhibits 481 and 482, do you recognize any 
two persons 

of these pgngplw in the fifth floor window as people you saw there?" 

Brennan said, "No; I do not recognize ihaia^lx them. As positifi identi- 
fication I cannot recognize them." Then he corrects himself because 
it is obvious he must have known them, and says, "Now, I see where there 
is a possibility I did make a mistake. I beliove these two colored 
boys was in this window, and I believe I showed on that other exhibit 
that they were in this window." Belin wants to drop it; ho says, "All 
right./ I am going to hand you now - " That's as far as he got before 
Brennan interrupted to say, "The only thinfe I said is that they were one 
window over below the man that fired the gun." Alas, he had never said 
this about them, but he had incorrectly marked 1 an exhibit to this effect. 
Belin understood and helped him cori^ct the first mistake by saying. You 
are pointing to the window to the east of where you have now marked V 3 V 9 " 



I 
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But even with the actual photograph taken at the time in front of 
him, Brennan is beyond help. He says, "That I am not positive of, I 
just remember that they were over one window from below him, which at 
that time I might have thoxight this was one window over." 

Prom the reconrd, in the language, if you'll excuse the expression, I 
it is not possible to untangle this. It is nonetheless clear that the 

"most in5>ortant" witness didn't know what he was talking about and ; 

1 

couldn’t even be led into rectifying his error when it was called to j 

his attention and was too stupid or too self-important to acknwoledge ! 

it when he had the incontrovertible xjip proof of his error in his hands, j 

By now, Belin has t& help him. He says, "All right. Let me ask you | 

this, on Exhibit Ll 81, does the condition of the opening of the windows I 

i 

in the fifth floor appesr to be that which you saw on the aftetnoon of | 

November 22?" Brennan replies, "Yesj/fhese do." Belin said, "You are 

pointing to the fifth-floor windows now?" (p.l52) 

Brennan entangles himself further. "But I don't recall^fthis window 

at the time of j the shooting being that low." 

With the 'windows in which the colored boys being open in one case, 

as wide as possible, and in the other case, almost that wide, poor 

Belin I 

JSi«Hnaa could do nothing but say, "Now, by this window you are pointing 1 

to the window on the sixth floor?" | 

Brennan says, "Right." Belin then gets Brennan to mark on 48l | 

the letttr "A" aroiuid this window. Instead of droppirig it there, he , I 

asks Brennan, "how high do you believe it was open?" and Brennan replies, i 

"l believe that at the time he was firing, it was open just like this.", 

windows on the 

which Belin interprets In English as "just like the/fifth floor immedi- 
ately below?" "That is right," says Brennan. Belin shifts to another I 

blunder and asks, "l note in window "A" there appear to be some boxes 

i 

I 

^ • 
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in the window. To the best of your recollection, what is the fact as t 

or not , 

to whether/thoiB those boxes as shown in this exhibit appear to be simi- j 

lar to the ones you saw on November 22?” He shovild have known bettv:r 

than to try to straighten that one out, Brennan's reply was, "No; I 

coTild see more boxes,” [ 

"In the window nr behind the window?" Belin wants to know, and Bren- , 

nan answers, "Behind the window." Belin then says, ”l am talking in the 

window itself", and Brennan says, "No, no. That is - I don't remember 

a box in the window, these boxes I remember are stacked up behind tlie j 

window, and they were zigzagged, kind of step down, and there was a i 

space it looked like back of here." '• 

Belin interprets that and ajs: says, "Now, you are pointing to a 
space which would be on the east side, is that right?" and Brennan says 
that is right, Belin then says, "V/hen you say you don't remember - " ; 

and that's as far as he gets before Brennan interrupts to say, "v/ell, 

I csyi see those boxes there now, I don't know whether you can see them 

It 

or not* It seems like I can see the boxes in that picture, hn 1 right?” 
■{nfhat could. Belin say? He replied, ”I don’t know, sir* I can*fe see them 
on Exhibit 471. That could be the dirty window here.” Brennan says, 

”Here they are here. Those boxes there.” Belin, knowing full well that j 

1 

Exhibit 11462, to which Brennan has pointed, is a ver^r considerable en- i 
largement and nonetheless the boxes in the background are even there 
barely visible, say;g, ”\7ell, here is Exhibit 462. First of all, I see 
a box on Exhibit 482, right in the window.” Brennan said, ”Yes; I 
don’t remember that box.** Now this is a box that was right in the sun . 
right in the front of the window. ! 

Belin finally strikes upon a successful stratagem. He begins by I 

asking, ”Do you recall that it definitely was not there, or just you 
don’t recall whether it was or was not there.” Even the court reporter 
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a 

knew this wasn't tha question. Bi’ennan sa_id, *'l do not recall that 
being there. So, therefore, I could not say it definitely wasn’t there." 
Belin sums it up, "You cannot say whether it was or was not'’" and 
Brennan says, "No." Belin then asks him to ?lark Exhibit 482 with an 
arrow at the point where he saw, or thinks he saw, boxes. When that 
is done, he launches into an explanation of the source of exhibits 
480 , 481 and 482, what his plans are with regard to the photographer, 
when he is going to Dallas and what he is going to do there, and explains 
also the antecedents of exhibit 479, one of the frames of the Zapruder 
film, and then switches Brennan entirely away from the disaster of the 
boxes, what he saw^and what he didn’t see. For Brennan has succeeded 
in swearing that the only thing he likely coxild have seen with any 
clarity in the window is the thing he didn’t see. 

He should have left the windows alone, too. But he didn’t; he 
asked if "from the time you first saw the ^residential motorcade turning 
north on Houston from Main, did you observe the window from which you 
say you saw the last shot fired at any time prior to the time you saw 
the rifle in the window?" Brennan said he did. Belin then says, "Well, 
what I am saying is this. You saw the motorcade turn?"(p.l53 ) 

Mr. Brennan, "No; not after I raw the motorcade, I did not observe 
a man or rifle in the window/" Of coxxrse, this constituted a denial of 
everything he had said. Belin then saidlf "Did you observe the window 
at all until after you heard that first sound which was a backfire or 

I 

firecracker, at least you thought it was?" Brennan, who had said he’d j 
seen a man in the window 2 or 3 times, replied, "No." Belin starts all 
over again. He says, "V/ell, let the record be clear. The first sound 
you thought you heard was what?" Brennan says it was "Backfire of a 

motorcycle", Belin asked, "And then you later said something ^about a . 

I 

‘ i 

I 
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firecracker. Did that have reference to the first shot, or soi® thing 
in between the first and last?” Actually, in Brennan's earlier testi- 
mony (p,ll|3) the "backfire” and the "firecracker” were both one, First, 
he thought it was a "backfire” and then a "firecracker". His reply to 
the question was, ”l positively thought that the first shot was a back- 
fire of a motorcycle. And then something made me think that someone was 
throwing firecrackers from the Texas Book Store, and a possibility it 
was the second shot. But I glanced up or looked up sind I saw this man 
taking aim for his last shot. The first shot and last shot is my only 
positive recollection of two shots." Obviously, if he heard three noises 
tkffltHghilt the first one was a backfire or firecracker, the next one was 
the first shot and the next one was not only the second shot but it was 
also the last shot. 

At this point Mr, McCioy wants his own kind of clarification, and 
asks, "Did you see the flash of what was either the second or the third 
shot?" Brennan didn’t. McCloy persisted, "Could you see that he had 
discharged the fifle?" Brennan's reply was not too simple. It was, "No. 
For some reason I did not get an echo at any time. The first shot was 
positive and clear and the last shot was positive and clear, with no echo 
on my part." I don't know what this has to do with seiing, but McCloy 
said, "Yes." And when Brennan says, "last shot," he means what to him 
was the second shot. McCloy wants to go over it again and says, "But 
you saw him alm^" which Brennan said he did, and then McCloy said, "Did 
you see the rifle discharge, did you see the recoil or the flash?" 

Brennan didn't. 

Brennan always wanted to be perfect. When Dulles asked if he could 
see "who or what he was aiming at?", Brennan replied, "Subconsciously 
I knew what he was firing at. But Immediately I looked towards where 
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Presifient ^'•ennedy's car should be, and there was something obstructing 

my view. I could not see the ^resident or his car at that time./ And 

I still don’t know what was obstructing my view, because I was high enoxigh 

that I shovdd have been able to see it. I could not see it." This is 

a new element Brennan introduces here. IN his affidavit to the sheriff s 

office, he does not mention taking his ^ eyes off the window from the 

time of the second shot, or as it was to him, the first shot, having 

ore 

looked up just befia* that, thinking someone was throwing firecrackers, 
and he^ certainly implies he never took his eyes off, concluding his 
affidavit in this respect by saying, was looking at the man in this 

window at the time of the last explosion.” He then described how the 
man let the gun down to his side, as he says he saw it, etc. Nor has 
he referred to looking in the direction of the President in his testi- 
mony up to this point. Belin asks Brennan if he remembered "on one of 
your interviews bith the FBI, they record a statement that you extimated 

your distance between the p^pint you were seated and the window fron^hich 

s 

the shots were fired appproximately 90 yards.”, or approximately 3 
times the distance it actually was. Belin continues, ”At that time did 
you make that statement to the FBI - and this would be on 22 November. 

To the best olj^our recollection?” If it was on 22 November, it was not 
in the statement he made in the sheriff's office, unless he made more 
than one and only one is used. 

Brennan cannot make a mistake. He says, "There was a mistake in 
the FBI recording there.” He said that he was talking about the dis- 
tance from the gun to President Kennedy, the President Kennedy he couldn*t 

c 

see. This obvious error he explained as follows* ”No; I ^ould not (see 
him). But I could see before and after." Belin then le fers to another 

part of this interview quoting Brennan as having attended a lineup, ”at 
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which you picked Lee ^arvey Oswald as the person moat closely resembling 
the man you observed with the rifle ... but you stated you could not j 

positively identify Oswald as the person you saw fire the Mfle," (p.l^li^ j 

He asked if that was an acctirate recording. Brennan says, "Yes; I be- I 

i 

lieve - " and here Belin interrupts him, asking if that part of the FBI ; 

statement is correct, to which Brennan agrees. Belin then says, "What j 

was the fac^ as to whether you could or could not identify the person, t 

a->art from what you told them?" Brennan begins, "V7hy did I - " and I 

Belin immediately interrupts with a "No" which he follows this way: | 

"V/hat was the fact. Could you or could you not actually identify tliis | 

person as the man you saw firing the rifle?" Brennan sai^, "l believed ' 

I could with all fairness and sincerity. As you asked me the question | 

before, had I saw those pictures of Oswald prior, which naturally I don't 

thoiigh 

know whether it confused me or made me feel as Mmgfcx I was taking unfair •' 

advantage or what. But with all fairness, I could have positively iden- j 

tlfled the man." Belin then refers to a December 1? interview with the 
FBI in which Brennan "stated that you could now say that you were sure 
that Leo Harvey Oswald was the person ... but that when you first saw him j 
in a lineup you felt positive identification was not necessary, because 
it was your luiderstanding that Oswald had already been charged with the i 

i 

slaying of Officer Tippit, and you also said that another factor was that 
you had observed his picture on television prior to the time of identifi- 
cation, and that that tended to cloud any identification/made of Oswald 
at the police department,** Now, does this December 1? interview accu- 
rately record whst you told the FBI with regard to that matter of identi- 
fication'^" Brennan said, "l believe it does." Note the conflict here, 
with his earlier tettlmony about feairing he and his family might become 

the victims of a Communist plot. Note also he said that as soon as Oswald 
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was killed, he no longer had that fear and the fear was the only thing 
that kept him from making positive identification. \ 

Brennan was also interviewed by the FBI on January'?. In para- 
phrasing it, Belin indicates how either he or the FBI helped Brennan 
along with the problem of Brennan's having seen Oswald's picture on 
television prior to the lineup, "... you said that this, of course, did 
not helppyou retain the original impression of the man in the window 
with the rifle, but that upon seeing ^ee Harvey Oswald in the police 
linet^), you felt that Oswald most resembled the man whom you had seen 1 

t 

in the window. Now, is that what you told the man on January 7 - that j 
Oswald most resembled the man that you had seen in the window? 

Does 

KbdcKia Brennan agreed, following which ^elln wanted to know, ”SowaaL> that 
mean you could not give him a positive identification at that time, but 

I 

could merely say he most resembled the man in the window?” 

Before continuing, I want to note that seeing Oswald on television, 
hel 

in the context of not hiaping Brennan retain his original impression, 
did help him know who the police wanted identified. What Is the legal 
situation with respect to a linei^p in which the man known to be wanted 
by the police has his picture broadcast as widely as possible and in 
which the people asked to make the identification in the lineup have i 

seen this picture? 

Brennan's reply to Belin* s question was, ”Well, I felt that ^ could. 
But for personal reasons I didn't feel like that at that moment it was 
compulsory and I did not want to 4ive a positive identification at that 
time.” 

This is in reference to the Jmuary 7 Interview. At that time 
Brennan's personal reasons, which he alleged to have been fear of Com- 
munist rejraliation, no longer existed as he himself had testified and 
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had not existed since 2l| November when Oswald was killed. 

i 

Belin, noting that the interview was on ‘^enuary 7, asked, "You | 

still felt those personal reasons as recently as January ?th, then?" [ 

Having already answered this question, as ^ have indicated above, Bpennan f 

I 

began to aay, "Wo. I felt better about it. This is the first guy that 
Belin interrtqjted at this point to say, "lio, I am referring now to the 
last Interview you had on January 7th, in which it says that you felt 
Oswald most resembled the rasm you had seen in the window. Is that what | 
you told thomV After saying, "Yes," Brennan asked, "You mean told this i 
man?" and Belin said he was referring to the January 7th interview. To i 

this Brennan said, "No; I don't believe I told this man in those words. ' 

I told him what had said at the lineup. But he might have misinter- 1 

preted that I was saying that again." (p.l55) [ 

Belin|f begins to ask a question by saying, "Bn other words - well, | 

1 don’t want to say in other words. Ivhen you said on January 7th that i 

I 

upon seeing Lee Harvey Oswald in the lineup you felt that Oswald most 
resembled the man whom you had seen in the window?" and Brennan replied, 
"Yes." Then Belin reiterated he was referring to the January 7 statement 
and, "By that, did you have reference to your own personal recollection, 
or what you said at the time of the I^allas Police Department lineup?" 
Brennan got the hint. He replied, "I believe I was referring to what I 
said at the Dallas Police Department." Belin then asks what was that, I 

not (i( what he said on January 7» towhich Brennan replied, "on January 7th, 
at that time I did believe that I could give positive identification as j 
well as ^ did later." Belin straghtens it out a little bit by saying, 

"You mean in the December interview?" to which Brennan agrees. And that's 
the way Belin left it. 

He then turned again to the Negroes Brennan said he saw on the fifth 
or, and asked. Did you get as good a look at the ^^egroes as you got j 

i 
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at ttie man with the rifle?” Brennan said he did, and when Belin wanted 
to know if his recollection of the Negroes "at that time was as good as 
the one with the man with the fifle?”, Brennan, again getting the hint, 
replied, "Yes - at that time, it was. Now - the boys rode up with me 
on the plane - of course I recognize them now. But as far as a few days ^ 
later, I wouldn’t positively say ihat I could identify them. I did 
idintify them that day." Note that, according to the testimony of Jarman 
and Norman which is sandwiched in between appearances by Brennan during 
this day of testimony, both said they had seen Brennan talking to the 
police and it is possible one or both confirmed Brennan having said he 

had seen them. i 

Belin then recalls that "when ^ showed you Exhibit 482, you said j 

that p you coiiLd not (/(identify - ” and is interrupted by Brennan, who 
says, "Nell, the picture is not clear enough, as far as distinct profiles."; 

i 

As a matter of fact, 482 is considerably magnified and is quite clear, j 

I 

although it does not show proxies. But there is no reason to presume 
that Brennan ever saw their profile’s. 

During a technical exchange between Dulles and Belin, Brennan conies 
back without prompting and without being asked a question to say "The ! 

pictures there are not clear enough, the profile is not distinct enough*" | 
V/earlly, Belin said, "All right," and he then gets Brennan to mark with ■ 
a pencil the approximate angle of the gun. His line does not come doin 
below the windowsill, but it extends almost tothe westernmost extremity 
of that window. This would have been impossible for it would have put ! 

the marksman* s head where the window was and the line is drawn so far ; 

j 

abovw the boxes that, in the Corrmiission* s reconstruction, where used as i 
a gun rest, the rifle could not have rested on the boxes, although per- 
haps the marksman* s arm might, but then the CJommission has other testimony 
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it htt chostn to beli.vo indicating the kick of the rifle left a mark 
on the box. Brennan immediately began hedging on whether or not any 
Jart of the rifle wae protruding out of the window", even though he hae 

drawn a considerable portion of it out. Ip. 156) 

Belln wants to know, "Did you ever tell anyone that you were 90 
yards away from that window where you saw the gunt" and Brennan says, 

•'Ho, It was a misunderstanding, ily first calculation was that I was 
about 75-foot out from the window, and the calculation of the window 75- 
foot up. So the hypotenuse there would be approximately 110-foot. That 
was my first calculation." There then follows an exchange between Belln 
and Brennan calculated to give the Impression that Brennan was not lead 
in his auesticnlng and had no Indication of what was expected of him as 



a witness, which would certainly be a surprise to anyone who had ever 
had any connection with an Investigation and who knows the normal atti- 
tude of investigators to witnesses they consider their most Important 

ones. (p.l57) 

Then they rehash the business of his first approaching the officer 



and what ensued* 

Comparing Brennan's testimony on p.l58 with that of the three 
Negroes who follow, Brennan was at the steps of the main entrance to 
the Book Depository for sometime, although he also testified 
had left it for a short period or periods. He said he did not see any- 
one leave that door who looked like the man he had seen in the window 

with the rifle. 

There followed an unsuccessful attempt by Dulles to get an estimate 
of tho time that elapsed from the time Brennan left his hiding place 
until he saw the policeman, from tho time he saw the policeman until he 

there following this con- 



saw the PEI agents, and then how long he was 
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versatlon. Nothing comes out oi"* it, Brennan just can't tell them 
(p.l58). 

Most of p.l59 is devoted to Dulles's idea that the Commission staff 

obtain biographical sketches frotn the individual witnesses. Cong. Ford 

agrees, and they ask Brennan a little about himself. Belin again wants 

to show that Brennan wasn't led in his testimony at all, and says, 
on Friday 

"When we visited/in Dallas, what is the fact as to whether or noto I 

told you what to say or you yourself just told me what you wanted to 

tell me?" Brennan's leply was predictable. He said, "l told you - you 

did not instruct me what to say at all." (p.1^9) 

Belin again comes back tc FBI statements and Brennan's failui’e to 

identify Oswald positively. Brennan gives this explanation, "... I had 

He 

saw the man in the window and 1 had saw him on television, Ee J^looked 

much younger on television ... say 5 years younger. (Thus, he makes 

himself more in accord with fact, doesn't he?) And then I felt that 

my family could be in danger, and I, myself, might be in danger. And 

since they already had the man for muder, that he wasn’t going to be ^ 

set free to escape and get out of thecountry immediately, and I could 

very easily sooner than the FBI or the Secret Service wanted me, my tos- 

dn 

timony in, I could very easily get in toxc h with them. If they dif^jzCt 

get in touch with me, and to see that the man didn't get loose." 

This eatplanation appeared to satisfy everybody. By this time I 

do not consider it strange that no one thought to ask why he didn't call 

tie police after the killing of Oswald on the 24 th to say that he could 
h 

^ave made a positive identification and to give his reasons for failing 
to do so. Nor has Brennan indicated any reason why he should not have 
do ne so . 

Below the middle of the page, ^rennan reveals something he could 
not possibly have known on the 22nd and something he could have learned 
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sxibseqixently only from official soiorces. In saj'-ing he was considering 
moving his family and in admitting that the ^ecret Service "had con- 
vinced me that it vjould be strictly confidential ... I felt like if I t 

was the only eyewitness that anything could happen to me or my family." | 

Obviously, with all those people there, Brennan had no reason to believe | 

he was the only eyewitness. (p.l60) ! 

1 

He is asked again about the clothing he saw on the man in the • ‘ 

window; he doesn’t Imow the color of the shirt, "other than light, [ 

and a khaki color - maybe in khaki. ... It if was a white shirt, it | 

was on the dingy side." He is then shown Exhibit 150 (16 H 5l5) which, 

in fact, is a vei’y dark shirt, and he said, "l would have expected it 

i 

to be a little lighter - a shade or so lighter." Asked about the 
trousers, he said, "similar to the same color of the shirt or a little 

i 

i 

lighter. (Oswald was wearing trousers so dark when arrested that they 
appear black in the piEfemrK pict\u?es.) And that was another thing that i 
I called their attention to at the lineup." Belin wanted to know, "VJhat 
do you mean by that^" and Brennan informed him, " ["hat he was not dressed 
in the same clothes that I saw the man in the windov;. " When Belin asked 
if Brennan meant the trousers or the shirt, Brennsm hedged, "Well, not 
peirticularly either. In otlier words, he Just didn’t have the same clothes | 
on." Belin^ let it go with "All right." But Brennan didn’t let it go 
at that. He added, "l don’t know whether you have that in the record or 
not. I am sure jf you do." At this point, Brennan was excused. 

Following the testimony oB Bonnie Ray Williams, who followed Brennan ' 

in the morning, Brennan was recalled at the beginning of the afternoon • | 

i 

session. He, V/illiams, and the other Dallas witnesses who followed, 
presumably had all been in teh hearing room during all of the morning 
and had come from Dellas together. Williams had testified that Hrennan 
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had not identified him when he, Hilliaius, left the Depository Building. 

Brennan had testified that he had identified two Negroes. He is asked 

if he sees these two men, and his reply is, "l don't know which of 
0 

th)^se two," (p.lSl).) However, with the benefit of the knowledge he had 
gained In listening to Williams's testimony, and the knowledge that 
there were only 3, it did not tax Brennan's intellect to figure that 

If, 

the 2 others were the 2 he had identified. iS, however, this had been 
a strain for Brennan, there was the interval between the 12:[|.0 end of 
the morning session and the 2:05 beginning of the afternoon session 
during which, if he couldn't have been assisted in his recollection 
during the end of the morning sessioi , there was ample opportunity for 
him to have bean helped in this great decision. 

Here he says, when asked if the 2 men were together when they left 
the bviilding, "I don't believe ;they were." But on p,1^2, when shown 
their pictures, he said, "No; I do not recognize them," and on p,ll|6 
he had testified that, "l immediately identified these two boys to the 
officers and Mr. Sorrels ... they came running down the front steps of 
the building ... ", On this same page, Cong. Ford rehashes it, saying, 
2And these two Negroes came out the front door?" Brennan said, "Yes, 
sir," Ford asked, "And you did what then?" and Brennan, still keeping 
his the two together, says he told Sorrels "that thfse were the two 
colored boys that were on the fifth floor. " 

On p,l85, the page from which I have been quoting his afternoon 
testimony, he next says, "l don't recall/seeing any officer bring them 
out or with them." On p.lijb he had testified that when the two men 
came funning down the steps, "they took them in custody ... I believe 
Mr. Sorrels or the '^cret Service man stopped them." But when Belin, 
unwilling toleave well enough alone, immediately after the previous 
quotation from Brennan, says, "Now^ou do not believe^ then^ that it 
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was Mr. Williams?" Brennan replied, "No; I won't say for sure. I can't 
tell which of those it was." Asked a question intended to clarify 

Brennan's reply was, "l saw two but I can't identify which one it was." 

I don't know what this means or what it could have meant, but Belin 
picks up the ball and, after Brennan had said "l think it was this boy 
on the end", Belin said, "You thought it was Mr. Norman. And what 
about Mr. Jannan?" Brennan replied, "l believe it was him, too. Am I 
right or wrong?" Ball replied instead of Belin and said, "l don't know." 

McCloy asks, "Did you recognize anyone in this room that you saw 
in the fifth floor window ...?" and Brennan says, "That is the two boys 
I am speaking of now." Belin then returns to Exhibit 477 on which, in 
the morning session, Bi?ennan had sworn he had seen two ^'^egroes in the 
only one of fotir adjoining windows in which there had been none . He 
gets Brennan to change his story so that Brennan "believes" they were 
in the window to the east, but "l am not positive". 

At this pcB, nt. Asst. Counsel Kedlich asks McGioy' s permission to 
question the witness. His approach begins, "You stated that you saw 
two employees walking down the steps of the bui3.dingj Bfonnan says 
he did, and Redlich asks, "Do you recall whether the two employees that 
you saw aih walking down the steps of the building were the same two 
employees that you saw in the window....?" Brennan says, "Yes; as far 
as/the fifth floor and at one of these two windows. The one I circled 
or this window here." Redlich starts to try and get him back on the 
track by saying, "You mean two of the people that you - " at which point 
he is interrupted by Brennan's "At one of the windows I saw two, two of 
those people, employees that came down." Redlich, then, ignoring the 
fact that Cour windows were involved, but perhaps intending to hint to 
Brennan to forget the one he had already identified as the window in 
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which they were, end in which they had not been, then says, "But you ^ 

are not prepared to state which of these three possible tjindows?" 

Brennan replies, "That is right". After a brief further exchange, 

Redlioh, in effect, testifies for Bennan in this question, "And of the 
two people that you saw, it is possible you are saying that one might 
have been in the window marked B and another might have bean in a window | 

I 

to the east?” Brennan says yes, and Rellich says thanks, and Belln says, i 
Brennan, are you basing your recollection^ on what p you saw during | 
the moments that the shots were fired or on what you saw when you ob- [ 

served these windows prior to the time the motorcade arrived?" Brennan's i 
reply is, "what I saw prior. There was no significance to the fact at 
atlt. In other words, there is a little difference in your memory there , 

on this." Immediately Mr. Ball said, "No questions. You may be excused, j 

Hr. Brennan." (p.l86) . 

He came back that afternoon to clarify something else. (See p.21l). 

It is my recollection that at one point during hl.s testimony, Brennan 
said he saw these colored men as clearly as he saw the alleged assassin. 

Eow well, then, did he see the alleged assassin? 

But whether or not he did say that, how could anyone possibly be- 
liege the identification of a man who was, at Brennan' s most optimistic 
version, intermittently at the window and partly obstructed by it when i 
the man who is making the identification cannot identify other men who 
remained in clear view in adjoining windows? And how much can the word 
of a witness be trusted when he has phtographs in front of him with 
which to identify people and the people are in front of him/ when he 
has photographs in front of him with which to identify the windows in 
which the people were, and he can do neither? 

iVhen recalled on p,211, Brennan is not kka resworn (nor had he 
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been at the afternoon session/, although there is at least a clear 

inference that he was excused at the morning session.) He is told I 

"You are still under oath." But he was not. He had been excused. | 

Belin asks him, "Did you ever state to anyone that you heard shots ^ 

from opposite the Texas School Book Depository and saw smoke and paper | 

wadding come out of boxes on a slope below the railroad trestle at the [ 

time of the assassination?" Brennan says, "l did not." | 

At the end of this brief interrogation, which takes up less than | 

halx of a page, and after Brennan is again excused, he says, "l would I 

like to ask a question off the record." The Chairman granted his per- \ 

• ^ 
mission atid the record/ says, "(Discussion off the record.)" ; 

t 

Is it possible to conceive of a worse witness than Brennan, even 
thought 

if oong, Ford ilueaMgk him the Commission’s most important? He obviously 
is a man who was ln 5 >ressed with his own importance and, as the Coimnis- [ 
Sion tried to imply of Oswald, it is clear in this case, this man wanted 
the world to know just how Ingjortant he was. His big-shotitis permeates 
the entire record of his interrogation. He continuously volunteers, 
to the Conmlssion' s chagrin and discomfiture, and he is almost invari- 
ably wrong. There is no aspect of his accoimt in which he is consistent. 

Ho matter what he is quoted at one point as having said, it is possible j 

to find another point at trtiich he contradicts it. His identifications | 

of the alleged assassin are not consistent. The FBI reports I have not j 

as yet seen. But the affidavit he gave immediately to the sheriff’s j 

, I 

department is not consistent with the police broadcast which immediately | 
preceded it and which the Commission/says "most probably" came from 
Brennan. His identification to the Commission is not consistent with ' 

I 

either the affidavit to the sheriff i 3 office or with the police b road- ! 
cast. He couldnH identify the men he saw In the windows when they 
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were in front of hlmp. ifhe coiildn’t Identify them from pictures, and 
when he had only a 1 in li chance of being wrong in picking out the 
windows in which these men were, he got the only wrong window of the 
4 . When he had an option between having the men in individual windows 
and having them together, he picked the wrong one and had them together, 
whereas they were not together. On Oswald* s clothes he was wrong; not 
just wrong a little bit, but as wrong as one can be between black and 
white for he said Oswald *s black pants were white. 

When confronted with contradictions in the FBI reports, his expla- 
nation was very simple- The FBI was wrong. 

This was the only eyewitness. 

At not one point during this appearance by -^rennan was there a 
word said by Mr. Murray, the observer, who was supposed to be looking 
out for 'Oswald's interest. How, in the light of this, the Commission 
dares make a pretense that anybody was looking Cut for any of Oswald’s 
interests is absolutely beyond comprehension. Having ^'^r. Craig and 
his associates appear as a matter of record to have them looking out 
for Oswald’s interests is a monstrous hoax in itself. 



